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OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION

65 East State Street, Suite 312
Columbus, Ohio 43215

(614) 466-0880 7 BROL

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
- Revised 6/90

IMPORTANT: Applicant should consutt the “Instructions for Completion of Proiect Application'
for assistance in the proper completion of this form.

APPLICANT NAME HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER

STREET 138 EAST COURT STREET
ROOM 700, COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING

CITY/ZIP CINCINNATI, OH 45202

PROJECT NAME CLOUGH ROAD BRIDGE B-0227 S_ ¢

PROJECT TYPE BRIDGE REPLACEMENT 2 I ==

TOTAL COST $.325,742.00 s =3
— T

DISTRICT NUMBER 2 Y2,

COUNTY HAMILTON = M=
= 5

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45244

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION

To be completed by the District Commiftee ONLY
RECOMMENDED AMOUNT OF FUNDING: $__293,167.80 .

FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

State Issue 2 District Allocation State Issue 2 Small Government Fund
Grant State Issue 2 Emergency Funds
Local Transportation Improvement Fund

Loan X
Loan Assistance

FOR OPWC USE ONLY
OPWC PROJECT NUMBER: OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: §__




- 1.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION

CHIEF EXECUTIVE

OFFICER Donald C. Schramm, P.E.-P.S.
TITLE Hamilton County Engineer
STREET 138 East Court Street

Cincinnati, OH 45202

CITY/ZIP
PHONE ( 513 ) _ 632 -~ B603
FAX ( 513 )7 723 . 0748

1.2 CHIEF FINANCIAL

OFFICER Michael J. Maloney
TITLE Hamilton County Audifor
STREET 138 East Court Street
' Room 304-A, County Administration Bldg.
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, OH 45202
PHONE ( 513 )y 632 - 8212
FAX ( 513 ) 632 - 8722
1.3 PROJECT MGR Stephen J. Mary, P.E.
TITLE Bridge Engineer
STREET 138 East Court Street
Room 700, County Administration Bldg.
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, OH 45202
PHONE ( 513 'y 632 - 8527
FAX ( 513 Y 723 - 9748

1.4  PROJECT CONTACT stephen J. Mary, P.E.
TITLE Bridge Engineer
STREET 138 East Court Street .
Room 700, County Administration Bldg.
CITY/ZIP Cincinnati, OH 45202
PHONE { 513 ) 632 - 8527
FAX ( 513 ) _ 723 - 9748
1.5 DISIRICT LIAISON William W. Brayshaw, P.E.-P.S.
TITLE Chief Deputy Engineer
STREET 223 West Galbraith Road
CitY/zip Cincinnati, OH 45215
PHONE ( 513 ) 761 - 7400

FAX ¢ 513 Y761 _.T91%7




2.0 PROJECT INFORMATION
IMPORTANT: If project Is muftiurisdictiona! in nature, information must be consolidated fc

2.1
22

completion of this section.
PROJECT NAME: Clough Road Bridge B-0227

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - (Sections A through D):
A. SPECIFIC LOCATION:

Clough Road between Berkshire Road and Bridges Road

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS:
1. Remove existing structure.
2. Install three sided concrete culvert,
3. Channel protection.
4. Pavement replacement.
5. Guardrail installation.

C. PHYSICAL DlMENSIONS/CHARACTERISTICS:
Three sided culvert: 24'-8" wide X 10° high X 56' long existing structure
has two lanes of traffic with a total pavement width of 25 feet. Proposed
structure will have pavement width of 26 feet.

DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

D. _
IMPORTANT: Detail shall be included regarding current service capacity vs proposed service

2.3

level. If road or bridge project, include ADT. If water or wastewater project,
:_r]mcludre‘ <I:urrem‘ residential rates based on monthly usage of 7.756 gallons per
ousehoid,

Current ADT: 15,734
20 year projected ADT: 23,000

REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

(Photographs/Additional Description; Capital Improvements Report; Priority List;

S-year Plan; 2-year Maintenance of Effort report, ete.) Also discuss the number

of femporary and/or fulltime jobs which are likely to be created'os a result of

Tdhis project. AHach Pages. Refer to accompanying Instructions for further
etail,



3.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

3.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSIS (Round to Nearest Dollar):
Q)  Project Engineering Costs:

1. Preliminary Engineering $

2.. Final Design 8

3. Construction Supervision $
D)  Acquisition Expenses

1. Land $

2. Right-of-Way $
¢)  Construction Costs $§_302,052.00
d) Equipment Costs S
e)  Other Direct Expenses $
1)) Contingencies $_23,690.00
g)  TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS $_325,742.00

3.2 PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

. Dollars %

Q) Local In-Kind Contributions 8
b)  Locdl Public Revenues §_32,574.20 10
c) Local Private Revenues S
d) Other Public Revenues

1. OoDOT S

2. FMHA S

3 OEPA $

4 OWDA $

5. CDBG $

b. Other 8
e) OPWC Funds

1. Grant § 293,167.80 90

2. Loan S

3. Loan Assistance S
f TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES §_325,742.00 100

*

If the required local match Is to be 100% In-Kind Confributions, list source of funds to be
used for retainage purposes:

3.3 AVAILABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS

Indicate the status of all Jocal share funding sources listed In seclion 3.2(q)

through 3.4(c). In addition, If funds are coming from sources listed in section
3.2(d), the following Information must be aftached fo this project application:

1} The datfe funds are available; -

2)  Verification of funds in the form of an agency approval letter
or agency project number. Please include the name and
number of the agency contact person.




3.4 PREPAID ITEMS

Definitions:
Cost - Total Cost of the Prepaid ltem.
Cost item - Non-construction costs, including preliminary engineering, finc
design, acquisttion expenses (land or right-of-way).
Prepaid - _ Cost items (non-construction costs directly related fo the project;
paid prior fo receipt of fully executed Project Agreement fron
. OPWC.
Resource Calegory - Source of funds (see section 3.2).
Veiification - invoice(s) and copies of wamant(s) used to for prepaid cost:

accompanied by Project Manager’s Certification (see section 1.4)

IMPORTANT: Verification of all prepald Hems shail be attached to this project application

COST ITEM RESOURCE CATEGORY COosT
D S
2) $
3) $
TOTAL OF PREPAID [TEMS S

3.5 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION

This section need only be compleled It the Project Is to be funded by SI2 funds: |

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT $ %
State Issue 2 Funds for Repalr/Replacement $
(Not to Exceed 90%)

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION
State Issue 2 Funds for New/Expansion
(Not to Exceed 50%)

A1

4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE

4.1 ENGR. DESIGN 05 / 21 / 90 10 / 30 / 90
4.2 BID PROCESS 03 /06 / 91 03 7 28 / 91
4.3 CONSTRUCTION 05 / 01 / 91 10 / 01 / 91




. 9.0 APPLICANT CERTIFICATION
The Applicant Certifies That:

Revised Code and 164-1 of the Ohio Administrative Code; (2) that o the best
of his/her knowledge and belief, all representations that are a part of this
application are true and corect; (3) that all official documents and

requested financial assistance be provided, that In the execution of this project,
the Applicant will comply with all assurances required by Ohio low, including
those involving minority business utilization, Buy Ohio, and prevailing wages.

IMPORTANT: Applicant cerlifies that physical construction on the project as
defined in this application has not begun, and will not begin, untll
a Project Agreement on this project has been Issued by the Ohio
Public Works Commission. Action to the contrary Is evidence that
OPWC funds are not necessary to complete this project.

IMPORTANT: In the event of a project cost undernun, applicant understands that
the identified local match share (sections 3.2(a) through 3.2(c) wil
be paid in full toward completion of this project. Unneeded OPWC
funds will be retumed to the funding source from which the project
was financed. _

DONALD C. SCHRAMM, P.E.-P.S., HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER

Applicant shall check each of the statements bslow, confiming that all required Information Is Included In tht

application:
X A fve-year Cooitol Improvemnents Report as required In 164-1-31 of the Ohle Administralive Code
ond aiwo-ysor Malntenance of [ocui 'Eﬁ'orr Repoit as required in 184-1-12 of the Ohlo Administrative
Code.
X A registered professional enginear’s estmate of usefyl Ife o required In 164-1-13 of the Ohlo
Adminkstrative Code. Estimate shall contain englneer's orlginal sea! and signature,
. S A registared professional engineer's estimate of cost as required In 184-1-14 and 164-1-16 of the Ohio
Adminktrative Code. Estimate shall contaln engineer's eriginal ssal and signature.
X A cerlified copy of the legisiation by the governing body of the appilcant authorizing a designated
official to submit this application ond to exacute contracts.
— YES Acopyofihe cooperation agreement(s) (for projects Involving more than one subdivisien or districh).
— e N/A

—— YES  Coples of all Invoices and warants for those ttems identiled as ‘pre-pald® In saction 4.4 of ths
—x%— N/A appllegtion,



6.0 DISTRICT COMMITTIEE CERTIFICATION
TTR; .Districf Infegrafing Committee for Distict Number 2 Certifies

As the officlal representative of the District Public Works Infegrating Committee,
the undersigned hereby cerlifies: that this appilcation for financial asslstance
as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohio Revised Code has been duly
selected by the appropriate body of the Dishict Pubiic Works Integrating
Committee; that the project’s selection was based entirely on an objective,
District-oriented set of project evaluation criteric and selection methodology
that are fully refleciive of and In conformance with Chio Revised Code
Sections 164.05, 164.06, and 164.14, and Chapter 164-1 of the Ohlo
Administrative Code; and that the amount of financlal assistance hereby
recommended has been prudently derived In consideration of all other
financial resources available o the project. As evidence of the District’s due
consideration of required project evaluation criteriq, the results of this project’s
ratings under such criteria are atiached to this application.

DONALD C. SCHRAMM, CHAIRMAN, DISTRICT # 2 INTEGRATING COMMITTEE
Cerlifying Representative (Type Name and Title)

iGnature/Date .Signed 7~




HAMILTOF COURIY RNGINEER'S QFFICR

5 TEAR CAPITOL INFACVEMENT PLAN - 1951 TERODGE 1395

DECEMBER 3, 1990

FAGE KO, ]

ESTINATID PROJECTED

PROJECT HAME FROJECT  TIPZ LINITS cosT COMHENTS  COMYRACTGR TEAR COHSULTART
GALERAITH ROAD ROAD RP [OLEAAZR YO W.C.H. CORP, $1,500,000.00 1951 SAVAGE-NALERR
LAVRENCEBUES RD, BRIDSE RE STEPEENS 70 SUSPEKSION BR  §500,000.00 1981 EIHG & GAVARIS
JRLBI ROAD 103D El GREZMWELL 10 COZE. §1,580,000.00 1831 J0E ALLEM
E0USC BOTTCH RD, SRIDGE RE I. OF BROADWELL $200,000,00 1881 SAVAGE-WALXER
JESSOP RIAD B0AD EI CHEVIOY T0 COLZRAIN $750,000,00 193] McSILL,SHITR, POHSEDN
ERRRIGON ROAD RCAD P SHEED 70 MULLEH §800,000.00 1391 JE ALLER
£ HIAKI/EARRISON ROAD EI IHTERSECTION $400,000.00 1351 BURGESS & RIPLE
RAPID RON ROAD ROAD Il IKTER. B A. PRERY $600,000.00 LTIF 1331 I.H.- JOR COTYRILL
STLVED LANE BOAD E1 SIDHEY TG CORP. $300,000,60 ESTABLISHNERY 1331 2MB COMSULTANTS
BACE ROAD ROAD EL BR, TOWN ¥C AARRISON §306,000,00 I55UF 2 1951 JoR ALLEN
CLOUGH RCAZ EIAD B MAGEL 10 BIGET MILE §400,000,80 1981 TATMAK-TO0NS
WOLEANGLE B0AD RGAD BE §CLOUGE PIXK $600,000.00 1931 TROMAR-TOURG
RISURTACIES VARIOUS RO0RDS BP VARIOUS COUWTY ROADS §3,000,000.00 1991
CLOUGH ROAD ERIDGE EE E, GF BXRESHIRE $400,000,00 1851
BRNK ROAL BRIDGE RE . OF CREST $280,000.00 139
ROSALTA ROAD BEZDGE RE E LAWRSKCEBURG $185,000.00 1981
VARIOUS HCSITIPAL BRIDGES BRIS6Z RE  LUMP SCH §300, 006,20 1391
~NDERSQN ZERRY RL, RORL §1 5YDREY TC CROOKSHARE §430,000,00 1591 BALEB
SPEINGLRLE ROAD BCAD IT SERSONE DE. T PIPPIN $300,000.08 3¢5 1991 1.H.- JERRY CHESSEY
HLIDT CREEE ROAD BRIDGE RE 8 DEVEL'S BACKBOKE §300,00C.0C 1391
FLAINPTELD RIAD ROAL BF GALBRAITH 70 CROSS COUNTY  $521,000.00 ZS5UL 2 1351 BRANDSTETTER
SIGNALIIRTICN ROAT H¥ VARIOUS INTERSICTISNS §250,000.00 1981 L.E. EROJECT
HISC. GUARGPAIL, FAVINZNT 20A) BE VARIDEE f200,00C, 00 1981 1.5, PROJICT
HARKERS & 2IPE ROAD RN VARIOUS COURTY ROADS $330,000.00 1931 I.H. PROJECT
OEIOE CENETIRT BRIDSE BE E. OF NONTGOHEAY $230,000.00 1991
CLEVES-WARSAW ROAD ROAD EY 9 WSEE, A. PERRY, ZBENEIR  §400,000,00 1881 J0E ALLEN
BEVI0WN RCAD ROAZ B¢ INCLGSE CRE IN COKC. BOY  §400,000.80 1391 I. H. ~ J0HN BECE
3L5H ROAE Aoal AF  BELLIGE T2 BIECHMONT §300,000.00 78508 2 1591 JOE ALLEN
cE2ZE COUNTY ACCESE 22, ROAD N AHSEALIT - 8 RIDGE RDAD §800, 005,08 19351 WOOLPERT
HEZ2SCR ATAD ROAD 38 XILBY ROAD INTERSECTION §300,400,00 199
MZEELVEY ROAD ROAD R CURVE KIDIFICATION §75,000.00 1891 1. H. - 10F CGTTRILL
#aRRISON READ RoAD RE # WESSELMAN INTERSECTION  $300,000,00 1331 I.H. - ROW ROJD

TO0TAL FOR 1393 §18,91%,00C.00

CEEVICT ROAD ROAD 8l . BEHD 10 TALLAHASSER §350,000,00 1392 PELOY
I KZKPER RORD ROAD E1 GSNIDER T35 HONTGDMERY §300,000.00 1992
SIGKRLIZATION ROAD BV VRRI0US IRTERSECTIONS $250,000.00 1352 L.E. PROJBCT
EA3RIZ0H RIRD RO:D EI DRY FORK 10 CORP. $750,000.00 1382 JOE ALLEE
PIFPIN RORD ROAD EI SPRING. 10 J. GRAY §150,000,00 1982 BALIE
ROMES ROAD ROAD EXI PIPFIN 10 HILES §3oc, 0o, 0o 1392 HcGILL,SKITH, PUNSHON
RESUAPACING VARICDS ROADS RP VARIES $3,000,000.00 1982
VARIOUS NTKICIPAL BIIDGES BRIDGE RE LOWP SOX $300,000.00 1852
VAEIOES SLIDE REPAIR ROAD R} LUNP SON $200,000.00 1992
IXST IZMPER RD. 20AD IX McETNNEY 10 CORP, §500,600.00 1482 SAVAGE-WALRER
NISC, GURRZRRIL, PAVEMEHNT ROAL. RE  VARIOUS §200,000.00 1592
MXREERS & PIFE Ghl KV VARIONS ROADS-COUNTY WIDZ  §350,000.00 1932 I.E, FROJECY
ROLLINS LARE BRIDGE RE & FIVE MILE ROAD $300,000.00 1852
BEECENONT/FADDISON INT,  RORD EI INTZRSICTION WIDIE & XEEX  $300,009.00 1382
DALY ROAD RORD RE  COKEYOK TO NERIDITR §130,000.00 1882
HILES RJAL 20R0 RE SIJEVALX REFRIRS §i00,000.00 1382
BIPFIN ROAD ROAD RE ADAMS TO SPRIKGDALE §300,090.00 un

TOTAL 7o 1922

it

+800, 080,40

TIPE FRDJECT:

RF = REPRIR

RE = REPLACENIHT

K§ = HEV CONETROS
OR RILDCAT:



HAHTLTON COUNTY EXGINIER'S OFPICE
5 TIAR CAPITOL IMPROVEXENT Fidk

DECEKBER 1, 1390

PAGE HO.

ESTIKATED PROJECTID

FROJECT HAKE PROJBCT  TIRR LINITS cast COMHERTS  CORTRACTOR TEAR COXSULTART
DELHI ROAD 201D IX ¥ NEZIB INTERSECTION §100,000,00 1983 I.H,~ JOEN BRCK
KERWOOD ROAD ROAD II GALBRAITH 70 €. CO. $500,000,00 1393
GALBRAITE EOAD RORD EI KEZHNDOD 10 NOKT. §200,000.00 1591
¥ SERROK ROAD ROAD RP KILE IC WINTOR §208,000,00 199
GAL3RAITE BDAD 202D iF COLIBAIR 10 CHRVIOT §200,000.00 1993
FIPPIN ROAD ROAD BP ADAKS TO SPRINGDALE §250,000,00 1391 MeGILL,SKITH, FUNSHON
CROSS COUETY RORD EI BIDGE - EAST §300,000.060 1593 ¥0OLPERT
COYREY/E KEMPER RORD II INTERSECTION §200,000.00 1833 TRUKAK-TOURG
I IEKPER/SRIDER ROAD II INTIRSECTION §500,000,0) 1853 TETMAK-TOUHG
VARIGUS KURICIPAL BRIDGES RE LOMP STM §30a,000.00 1993
VARIODS SLIDE ZEPAIR RORD BF LOWNP 50K §200,000.90 1933
RESURTACING VARIOUS RORDS RP VARIODS COURTY ROADS §3,000, 000,00 1933
HISC. GURRDRAIL, PAVEHENT
KARKERS & PIFE E0AD RV VARTOUS RDS. - COONTY WiD  §350,000.00 1393 1.E. PROJICT
SIGHALIZATION R0AD KV VABIODS INTERSECTIONS §250,000.00 1593 I.H, peoJicy

TOTAL TR 1993 §7,350,000,00
RAFID AUN ROAD BOAD I PONTIO: 10 MARTINI §50C, 008,00 13 TOH GRAHAY
I TEMPER ROAD ROAD EI R ZART. YO SNIDRR $209,000.00 1394
LOVELAHD ROAD 202D EI BOPENELL 70 LOVELRND $250,000.00 1904 SAVAGE-WALIZR
WINTOR ROAD ROAD R X BERD T0 GALERAITH §200,000. 00 1984
VINTOH ROAD RORD 31 GALBRAITH 70 G EILLS §$300,000, 00 1394
VARIOUS MPHICIPAL BRIDSES BRIDGR 2F LOMP SEM §1,000,000.00 1394
VARIOUS SLIDE REFAI BCAD 2F LOMF 57M $200,000.00 1594
SIGHRLIZATION RORD N RRIOUS INTERSECTIONS §230,000.60 094 1.5, PROJECT
RESURFACING VARIOHS R0ADE 22 VARIDUS COUNTY ROADS $3,000, 000,00 954
MISC. GUARDRAIL, PAVEMZNT
HAREERS & PIPE ROAD AV UVARIODS COUNTY ROADS $150,000.00 1984 I.H. PROJECT
KONTGOMZRY ROAD ROAD IX EZNW0OD 10 HOSBROOK §325,000.00 1994
TOTAL TOR 1994 $6,575,000,00

RITTEMEDDSY ROAD ROAD El ¥T. BEBC 1O CLIFZ £400, 000,00 1855
BOOKER ROAD E0AD BY MIiCH, ANTEONT 70 RACE ROA  §500,000.00 1993
WEST SHARON ROAD ROAD M NILL RORD TO VINTON ROAD  $300,000.00 1395
RESURTACIRG VARIOUS ROADS 3¢ VARIOUS COONTY ROADS $3,000,000.00 1595
HISC. GUARDRAIL, PAVENENT
MAREERS & PIPE ROAD Hi VARI0DS COUETY ROADS §350,000.00 1385
TIELDS « ERTXL ROADL R0AD I1 XONIGONZRY - WIS? $1,000,000,00 1995
FIELDS « ERTEL ROAD ROAD Il NONTGOMERT « BAST $1,000,600.00 1535

KOTE:

TSThL FOR 1523

§6,750,000.00

KIRX PROJECTS MAY BE ADDED 20R THE 1393, 1331, 1954 AND 1985 FISCAL ZEARS.

FIGU2BS REFRESINT FROFDSED FADJECTS AND MAT BE ALTEREL IN FUTORE
TERRS TG RETLECT CHANGING FUNDING REUIRINESTS,

-
i

PROJECT TIRE:

3P = RIFAIR

EI = EIPARSION

RE = REPLACENENT

FW = KEK CORSTROC:
GR RELGCATI



TWO-YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT

HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER'S OFFICE

Project Type: Funding Socurce:
Rp - Repair I, — Local

EX - Expansion : F - Federal

Re - Replacement S - State

Nw - New Construction or Relocation

Project Description | Project Type | Funding Source | Appropriatec
I | and % | or
| Rpl EX| Rel Nw|] L | F 1| § | Expended
| | | I | ! | I
i ! | I I ! ] {
1990 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS | l | I | | ! !
[ | I I ! | | [
1 0l1d Colerain Bridge ] ! | X | | 20 | ] 80 {$ 291,425,00
2. Taylor Road Bridges [ I I X1 | 100 | | | 255,930.00
3. Westwood Northern Blvd. | [ [ X | ] 18 | ] 82 ] 211,803.00
4. Curb Ramp Installations | [ I | X | 100 | I I 80,005.80
5. Murray Avenue I I ] X | | 100 | I [ 153,580.25
6. Eight Mile Road | | i X | | 100 | [ | 256,124,50
7. Dry Fork Road { | ] X | | 100 | i | 87,137.00
8. Sidewalk Repairs I X | | I | 100 | | l 47,437.00
9. Resurface Various Road | | | | [ | | |
{(First Contract) [ [ | X | ] 100 | ] ] 827,238.35
10. Rapid Run/Neeb Road ] | | | | ] | [
Intersection Improvement | | X | | | 70 | { 30 | 405,810.00
11. BHarrison Road Pierwall | I [ X | | 100 | ] | 71,107.50
12. Ebenezer Road [ | | X | | 100 | | | 68,629.50
13. Winton Rd. Bridge FPE-0844| l | X | | 100 | ! I 77,800.00
14, Winton Road Bridge B-0673 | | I X | [ 100 | | | 290,230.00
15. Banning Road | | | X | | 100 | | ! 74,215.00
16. Dick Road | ] [ | X | 100 | { | 75,170.00
17. Springdale Road ] | X | | I 23 ] | 77 | 782,B28.72
18. Reed Hartman Highway | | | X | | 30 | [ 70 | 445,026.85
19, Foley Road | | ] X | | 35 | | 65 | 865,159.88
20. Resurfacing Various Roads | | i } ] ] | |
(Second Contract) I I [ X | | 100 | ] |1,094,523.80
21. Cleves-Warsaw Road ] | | X | | 100 | ] ! 390,000.00
22, Resurfacing Various Roads |} i [ | ] ] | |
(Third Contract) ] | | X | | 100 | ] 11,210,000.00
23. Guardrail Program | | [ | X 1 100 | I | 300,000.00
24, Culvert Program | ! l | X | 100 | | | 250,000.00
25. Pavement Markers ] | { [ X 1 100 | [ ] 161,000.00
26. Sidewalk Contract | X | | | | 100 | I I 9,000.00

TOTAL = $ 8,781,180.85



TWO-YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAIL EFFORT REPORT

BAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER'S OFFICE

>roject Type: Punding Source:
p - Repair L - Local

X — Expansion F - Federal

e — Replacement S - State

lw — New Construction or Relocation

Project Description | Project Type | Funding Source | Appropriatec
| | and % or
| Rpl EX| Re] Nw|] L | F S Expended
I ] | !
989 capital Improvements: | : | I ! | [ ]
| | | ! ! | |
1. Snider Road Box Culvert | i | X 1 | 100 | | I$ 155,216.7¢
2. Resurfacing Contract No. 1 1| X | ! } 1 100 | I | 280,771.1¢
3. Fields Ertel Box Culvert | i | X 1 I 100 | | | 52,539.0¢
4. Curb Ramps Contract No. 1 | I | ! | | | [
Colerain/springfield Twps. | I | X | x| 100 | | I 30,000.0¢
5. Curb Ramps Contract No. 2 | I | | ! ! I I
Delhi/Green Twps. | I | X | X | 100 | I | 29,018.0¢
6. Curb Ramps Contract No. 3 | | | | ! ! [ I
Anderson/Columbia Twps. ! | | X | X | 100 | I | 10,361.0¢
7. Sheits Rd. sSlide Correction] | | | | | | i
with Pier wWall | X | | | i 100 | i f 421,655.5¢
8. Resurfacing Contract No. 2 | X | | I | 100 | | I 710,610.4°¢
9, Eight Mile and Ayers Rds. | | I | | [ | f
Hump Removals [ | | X | | 100 | I | 180,996.8°
0. 1989 Bridge Painting Contr.! X | | | ! 100 | I | 89,924.0
1. Lawrenceburg Rd. Bridge | | I I I [ I |
Demolition | ! | | | 100 | | | 74,800.0¢
2. Loveland-Madeira Rd. Widen.| i X | | | 100 | | | 21,636.01
3. Waycross Rd. & Civic Center| ! | i I | I !
Drive Improvements I X i | X | 100 | I I 416,203.6-
4, Hosbrook Rd. Resurfacing & | | | | } | | |
Galbraith Rd. at Montgomery| | | | | 1 | |
Widening & Resurfacing | X I X | | | 100 | | I 64,025.6¢(
5. Five Mile Rd. Widening & I ! | | | | | I
Resurfacing | X | X | i [ 100 | | I 329,094.6/
6. Resurfacing Contract No. 3 | X | I | | 100 | | I 108,878.6¢
7. Union Cemetery Rd. Curve ! I ! ! ! | f f
Modification & Mason Rd. i | | | ! | | !
Widening | X | X | ! 100 | | I 105,814.0¢
8. 1989 Guardrail Contract | l X1 X | X | 100 | | I 242,803.0¢
9. Devil's Backbone Rd. & | I | | | ] | i
Cleves-Warsaw Rd. ! | | I | | | i '
Intersection Improvement | X | | | X | 100 | ] | 169,265.5¢
0. 01d Colerain Bridge B-0404 | ] | X | | 10 | | 90 | 1,324,655.0¢
1. Westwood Northern Rd. I ! | | [ ! | |
Improvement ] X 1 | | | 10 | | 90 | 1,044,451.0¢
2. Foley Rd. Improvement 1 X | | | | 10 | | 90 | 594,747.0:

TOTAL 1989 $6,457,437.0¢
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HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER'S OFFICE

>roject Type:

Funding Source:

p — Repair L - Local
X — ExXpansion F - Federal
le — Replacement 5 - State
iw — New Construction or Relocation
Project Description | Project Type | Funding Source | Appropriatec
| and % | or
Rpl Ex| Re| Nw| L F | s | Expended
| X I | |
988 Capital Improvements: I | | | | | | |
| | I [ | | ! |
1. Daly Road Improvements I X | | | | 100 | ! |$ 587,777.77
2. North Bend Rd4. Lane | I | I [ | | I
Addition at Cheviot RAd. ! | X | | 1 100 | I | 70,610.2¢
3. Rapid Run Road, Section 1 | | 1 X } 100 | | | 413,811.4¢C
4. Berkshire Road Bridge ! i I | ! | | |
(B—-0022) ] I | X 1 [ 100 | | | 379,256.8¢
5. Betts Ave. Improvement | X 1 | | | 100 | | | 368,092.07
6. Race Road-Bridgetown | I | i | | I
Intersection Improvement I X | X | | X | 100 | | | 149,090.5¢C
7. Resurfacing Contract No. 1 | X | f I | 100 | | I 250,181.5:2
8. East Miami River Road slide] ] ] | [ I ] ]
Correction with Pier wWall | X | I I | 100 | | ! 317,204.5¢C
9. Resurfacing Contract No. 2 | X | ] I | 100 | ! ! 103,879.8¢4
0. West Road Improvements I X 1 X | X | { 100 | ] [ 525,921.4¢
1. Wesselman Road Bridge ! | I i ! I | |
(B-0310) | [ I X1 | 100 | | l 100,894.0¢
2. Rapid Run R4A., Section 2 | I | X | | 100 | | | 706,547.4¢
3. Montgomery Rd.-Hosbrook Rd.| ! I | [ ! | !
Intersection Improvements [ X | X | | | 100 | I I 381,822.8C
4. Harrison Rd. Bridge over | | f | I ] I |
Great Miami River (B-0754) | | I X | | 100 | I | 2,297,141.2¢C
5. East Miami River Rd. Slide | ! I | | [ I |
Correction I X | | | 100 1 I | 157,267.0C
6. Hopper Rd. at Eight Mile ! | | | | | I I
Rd. Culvert Replacement [ [ | X | 1 100 | 1 | 54,470.0C
7. New Haven Rd. Bridge ! | | f ! | 1 |
Replacement (B-0632) I | X 1 X | | 25 1 75 | | 248,605.8¢
8. Cheviot-Blue Rock HES [ l | | l | I |
Project Safety Upgrade ! I X 1 | | 251 75 | I 69,200.0¢C
TOTAL 1988 $7,181,724.40



(oumty of Hamiltan

DONALD C. SCHRAMM, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER

700 COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
138 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATI, OHIO 45202
GENERAL INFORMATICON (513) §32-8523

CONSTRUCTION COSTS:

The opinion of Project Construction Costs is based on
current unit price experience and is subject to adjustment upon
completion of detailed plans and receipt of an acceptable
proposal and bid by a qualified Contractor.

STATEMENT OF USEFUL LIFE:

As required by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Ohio Administrative
Code, I hereby certify that the Llough Road Bridge
will have a useful life of at least 50 years.
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CIM RS MIN.
YOL.
NOV 8 - 1989
IMAGE 9&3
RESOLUTION APPOINTING DONALD C. SCHRAMM, HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER,

AS CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER FOR EAMILTON COUNTY, OHIO: A POLITICAL
SUBDIVISION OF DISTRICT #2 AS CREATED UNDER SECTION 164.03 0.R.C.

BY THE BOARD:

WHEREAS, HB 704 enacted legislation to establish 19 District Integrat
ing Committees throughout the State of Ohio and Hamilton County comprise
District #2; and

WHEREAS, this Board did adopt a Resolution June l, 1588, Vol. 230
Image 1347, appointing Donald C. Schramm Chairman of said Distriect £2; and

WHEREAS, this Board did adopt a resolution On October 18, 1989, Vol
236, Image 623, appointing Donald C. Schramm, Bamilton County Engineer, t
the position of Chief Executive Officer of District 22 Integrating Commit-
tee in accordance with HB 704; and

WHEREAS, this should have read to the position of Chief EXecutive
Officer for the Political Subdivision of Hamilton County, Ohio.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of County Commissioners o:
Hamilton County, Ohio that Donald C. Schramm, Hamilton County Engineer, be
appointed -to the position of Chief Executive Officer for the Politica:
Subdivision of Hamilton County, Ohio of District £2 division of the state,
the term to be concurrent with the Resolution as Previously adopted on June

ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of
Hamilton County, State of Ohio, this 8rh day of November ; 1989,

Ms. Beckwith AYE Mr. DeCourcy AYE Mr. Taft, ave

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that -the foregoing is a true and correct
transcript of a Resolution adopted by this Board of County Commissioners in
session this 8th day of November : 1989,

o reman
. o e

,.;;:.?eer._..l EEHHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the
Lasthe Office of County Commissioners of Hamilton County,
TR L - day of November , 1989,

@4@@%

Angelaéﬁétzel, Clerk
Board of County Commissioners
Hamilton County, Ohio




STATUS OF FUNDS REPORT

PROJECT CLOUGH ROAD BRIDGE

This is to certify that the sum of $ 32,574.20 will be
available as the local matching funds in connection with Hamilton
County's application requesting, through the District 2
Integrating Committee, financial assistance for the above named
project.

The source of the local match will be Hamilton County's road
‘and bridge funds derived from State of Ohio fuel tax and license
tag fees. '

Local matching funds will be encumbered and certified upon
completion of the Project Agreement with the Ohio Public Works
Commission.

HAMILTON COUNTY

Chief Executive Officer:

Chief Financial Officer:Q(\Ty\\kaw_kax Qi\gz\ng\H

MICHAEL J. MALONEY
HAMILTON COUNTY “RUDITOR



SUPPORTING INFORMATION

TEMPORARY JOBS:
This project will result in temporary employment due to
construction work. ApproXximately ten (10) to fifteen (15)

short~term construction jobs will be created as a result of
this project.

FULL-TIME JOBS:

We are not able to forsee any new, full-time employment as a
result of this project,
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ADDITIONAY. SUPPORT TINFORMATION

For 1991, jurisdictions shall complete the State application form for Issue
2, Small Government, or Local Transportation Improvement Program (LTIP)
funding. In addition, the District 2 Integrating Committee requests the
following information to determine which projects are funded. Do NOT
request a specific type of funding desired, as this is decided by the
District Integrating Committee.

1., Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is similar to
the infrastructure of this project, what percentage can be classified
as being in poor condition, adequacy and/or serviceability?

Typical examples are:

Miles of road that are in poor condition
Total miles of road within Jjurisdiction

Road percentage

Miles of storm sewers that are in poor condition
Total miles of storm sewers within jurisdiction

I

Storm percentage

]

Number of bridges that are in poor condition
Number of bridges within Jjurisdiction

Bridge percentage

40 bridges + 468 bridges = B.5%

2. What is the condition of the existing infrastructure to be replaced,
repaired, or expanded? For bridges, base condition on latest general
appraisal and condition rating.

Closed Poor X

Fair Good

Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the present
facility such as: inadequate load capacity {bridge); surface type and

width; number of lanes: structural condition; substandard design
elements such as berm width, grades, curves, sight distances, drainage
structures, or inadequate service capacity. If known, give the
approximate age of the infrastructure to be replaced, repaired, or
expanded.

Current bridge condition = 3 Sufficiency rating = 26.6 S.D.

Age of structure = 63 Years Structure has 10 ton load limit.

SFN 3132668

Page 1



1=

If State Issue 2 funds are awarded, how soon (in weeks or months) after
completion of the agreement with OPWC would the opening of bids occur?

1 Month

Please indicate the current status of the project development by
circling the appropriate answers below.

a) Has the Consultant been selected? .....veeenen ... (Yes No N/A
b) Preliminary development or engineering completed?(gég) No N/A
c) Detailed construction plans completed? ...... rees(¥ES No N/2
d) All Right-of-Way acquired? ........ crre e saseans YES N/A
e} Utility coordination completed? ........... e Yes (ﬁg) N/A

Give estimate of time, in weeks or months, to complete any item above
not yet completed.

Right-of-Way acquisition - 4 months/Utility coordination - 3 months

How will the proposed infrastructure activity impact the general
health, welfare, and safety of the service area? {Typical examples
include the effects of the completed project on accident rates,
emergency response time, fire protection, health hazards, user
benefits, and commerce.)

Proposed infrastructure will replace a structurally deficient bridge

(SR = 26.6 5.D.) which has a 10 ton load limit.

For any project involving GRANTS, the local jurisdiction must provide a
MINTMUM OF 10% of the anticipated construction cost. Additionally, the

local Jjurisdiction must pay 100% of the costs of preliminary
engineering, inspection of construction, and Right-of-Way acquisition.
If a project is to be funded under Issue 2 or Small Government, the
costs of any betterment/expansion are 100% local. TLocal matching funds
must either be currently on deposit with the jurisdiction, or certified
as having been approved or encumbered by an outside agency {(MRF, CDBG,
etc.). Proposed funding must be shown on the Project Application under
Section 3.2, "Project Financial Resources",. For a project involving
LOANS or CREDIT ENHANCEMENTS, 100% of construction costs are eligible
for fumding, with no local match required.

What matching funds are to be used for this project? {i.e. Federal,
State, MRF, Local, etc.)

Hamilton County Funds

To what extent are matching funds to be utilized, expressed as a
percentage of anticipated CONSTRUCTION costs?

Ten (10) percent of construction costs.

Page 2



Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency
resulted in a complete ban or partial ban of the use or exXpansion of
use for the involved infrastructure? (Typical examples include weight
limits, truck restrictions, and moratoriums or limitations on issuance
0of new building permits.) THE BAN HUST HAVE AN ENGINEERING
JUSTIFICATION TC BE CONSIDERED VALID.

COMPLETE BAN PARTTAL BAN X NO BAN

Will the ban be removed after the project is completed? YES X NO

Document with specific information explaining what type of ban
currently exists and the agency that imposed the ban.

Resolution journalizing exXisting structure for 10 ton load limit was

approved by Board of County Commissioners on March 13, 1990.

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as a
result of the proposed project? Use appropriate criteria such as
households, traffic counts, ridership fiqgures for public transit, daily
users, etc., and equate to an equal measurement of users:

Current ADT: 15,734 15,734 X 1.2 = 18,881 Users

For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily
Traffic by 1.2 occupants per car (I.T.E. estimated conversion factor)
to determine users per day. Ridership figures for public transit must
be documented. Where the facility currently has any restrictions or is
partially closed, use documented traffic counts prior to restriction.
For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and other related
facilities, multiply the number of households in the service area by
four (4) to determine the approximate number of users per day.

The Ohio Public Works Commission requires that all Jjurisdictions
applying for project funding develop a five year overall Capital
Improvement Plan that shall be updated annually. The Plan is to
include an inventory and condition survey of existing capital
improvements, and a list detailing a schedule for capital improvements
and/or maintenance. Both Five-Year Overall and Five-Year 1Issue 2
Capital Improvement Plans are required.

Copies of theses Plans are to be submitted to the District Integrating

Committee at the same time the Project Application is submitted.

Is the infrastructure to be an improved part of a facility that has
regional significance? (Consider the number of Jjurisdictions served,
size of service area, trip lengths, functional classification, and
length of route.) Provide supporting information.

Project has regional impact, serving Anderson Township and western

Clermont County.

Page 3



OHIO INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE 2)
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM {LTIP)
DISTRICT 2 - HAHILTON COUNTY
1991 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA

'JURISDICTION/AGENCY: HAMILTON COUNSTY ENGINEESR.

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:
CLoUgH ROAD  BRIDGE B 0227

PROPOSED FUNDING:

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:

1)

2)

3)

NOTE:

Type of project

10 Points - Bridge, road, stormwater
5 Points - All other projects

If Issue 2/LTIP funds are granted, how socn after the
Project Agreement is completed would a construction contract
be awarded? (Even though the jurisdictions will be asked
this question, the Support Staff will assign points based on
engineering experience )

10 Points - Will definitely be awarded in 1991
5 Points - Some doubt whether it can be awarded in 1991
0 Points - No way 1t can be awarded in 1991

What ds the condition of the infrastructure to be replaced
er repaired? For bridges, base condition on latest general
appraisal and condition rating. .

15 Points -~ Poor condition
10 Pointe - Fair to Poor condition
5 Points - Failr condition

If dinfrastructure i1s in "good" or better condition, it

will NOT be considered for Issue 2/LTIP funding, unless it is a
betterment project that willl improve serviceability.



4) If the project 1is built, what will be its effect on the
facility's serviceability?

5 Points - Will significantly effect serviceability

4 Points -

3 Points ~ Will moderately effect serviceability

2 Points -

1 Point - Will have little or no effect on serviceability

5) Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is
similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be classified as being 1in poor or worse condition,
and/or inadeguate in service?

10 Points - 50% and over
Points - 40% to 49%
Polnts - 30% to 39%
Points - 20% to 29%
Points - 10% to 19%
Points - Less than 10%

ONdG

6) How 1mportant 1s the project to the health, welfare, and
safety of the public and the citizens of the District and/or
the service area?

10 Points - Significant importance
8 Polnts -

6 Points - Moderate importance

4 Points -

2 Points - Minimal importance

7] What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

10 Points ~ Poor

8 Points -

€ Points - Fair

4 Points -

2 Points - Excellent

8) What matching funds are being committed to the project,
expressed as a percentage of the TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST?
Matching funds may be local, Federal, ODOT, MRF, etc. or a
combination of funds.

Points - More than 50%
Points - 40% to 49.9%
Points - 30% to 39.9%
Points 20% to 29.9%
Polnt 10% to 19.9%

MINIMUM 10% MATCHING FUNDS REOUIRED

ol LT )



5 9) Has any formal action by a Federal, state, or 1loeca
governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete ban o
the usage .or expansion of the usage for the involve
infrastructure? Examples include weight limits o.
structures and moratoriums cn building permits in
particular area due to local flooding downstream. Point
can be awarded ONLY if construction of the project bein-
rated will cause the ban to be removed.

10 Points - Complete ban
5 Points - Partial ban
0 Points - No ban

__ﬂQ__ 10) what is the total number of exlsting daily users that wil:
benefit as a result of the proposed project? Appropriat:
criteria dincludes traffic counts & households served, whe:
converted to a measurement of persons. Public transit user:
are permitted to be counted for roads and bridges, but onl:
when certifiable ridership figqures are provided.

10 Points -~ 10,000 and oOver

Points - 7,500 to 9,999

Points - 5,000 to 7,499

Points -~ 2,500 to 4,899

Points - 2,499 and uUnder

NibdOOo o

_hjé___ 11) Does the infrastruqture have regilonal impact? Conside:
originations & destinations of traffic, size of service
area, number of jurisdictions sarved, functiona?
classification, etec.

Points - Major impact
Points -

Polnts
Points -
Point

i

Moderate impact

Wbk,

Minimal or no impact

TOTAL AVAILABLE = 100 POINTS



